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the Menace here of Athanaſius, that they 
ſhall periſh Everlaſtingly 3 they laugh ar it, 
ard ſay, He wag druub whin bt made this 
Creed, Gernad. Schol, A. Bp. of Conſtantinople, 

« And the Catholic Faith is this. 

Catholic Faith, is*as much as to ſay in 
plain Engliſh, the Faith of the whole Church, 
Now in what Age was this which here fol- 
lows, the Faith of the whole Church? 
Not in the Age of Athanaſius himſelf 3 who 
for this Faith, and for Seditious Practices, 
was baniſh'd from Alexandria in Egypt 
( where he was Biſhop ) no kefs than Four 
Times ; whereof the firſt was by Conſtantine 
the Great, He was alſo condemned in his 
own Life-rime by Six Coxncils, as an Heretic 
and Sedirious Perſon : Of theſe Councils, 
that at Milan conſiſted of 300 Biſhops 3 
and that at Ariminum' of $0, the” greareſt 
Convention of Biſhops that ever was. - This 
Conſent of the Churches of God againſt 
him and his Do&rine, occaſioned that Fa- 
mous Proverb ; Athanaſius againſt all the 
World, and all the World againſt Athanaſius, 

For the times Before and After, the cu- 
rious Reader may ſee Chr. Sandins his Ec- 
clefiaftical Hiſtory : in which the Learned 
Author gives a large Account, by what and 
whoſe _ common __ bare 
rian Faith did at length prevail, againſt t 
Ancient belief of but "oe God, or te One 
who is God, Therefore quzre, With what 
Forehead the Author of this Creed; calls 
this, the Catholic Faith, or Faith of the 
whole Church? when *ris certain, 'it has 
been fo in no Age, and leaſt of all in the 
Author's. 

« The Ctholic Faith is this, That we 

<.worfhtp one God in Trinity ; and Trinity 
« jn Unity, | | 
' He: means here, that we muſt'ſo worſhip 
the ore true Gog, as to remember He 1s 
Three Perſons z and ſo worſhip the Three 
Perſons, as io bear in mind that they are 
bur one Subſtance, cr Godhead; or God. 
So the Author explains himſelf in the three 
EeXt Articles, which are theſe ; 

& Nether confonnding the Perſons, nor 


<« dividing the Subftance : for there is one 
&« Perſon of the Father, another of the Son, 
« another of the Holy Ghoſt : bur che God- 
« head of the Farther, and of the Son, and of 
© the Holy Ghoſt, is all one. Therefore all 
theſe Articles make indeed bur one Article, 
which 1s thisz © The one rrue God is Three 
&« d4iftinft Perſons ; and Three diſtin& Pcrſons 
« ( Father, Son, and Holy Spirit ) are the 
« one true God, 

Plainly, as if a Man ſhould ſay, Peter, 
Zames, and Fobn, being Three Perſons, are 
one Man ; and one Man is theſe Three di- 
ſtin& Perſons, Peter, James, and John, Is 
it not now a Ridiculous Attempt, as well as 
a Barbarous Indignity, to go about thus ro 
make Aſſes of all Mankind, under pretence 
of reaching them a Creed, and things Di- 
vine, ro deſpoil them of' their Reaſon, the 
Image of God, ' and the- CharaRer of our 
Nature ? Bur let us, in two words, examine 
the parts of this Monſtrous Propoſition, as 
*cis laid down in the Creed it ſelf. | 

«Neither confounding the Perſons, nor 
« dividing the Subſtance, 5 | 

- But how can we not confound the Perſons, 
thar have ( they ſay ) but , one numerical, Sub- 
Pance ? how can we bur divide the Sub- 
ſtance, which we find in three diſtin divided 
Perſons ? | 

< There is one Perſon of the Father, ano- 
<© ther of the Son, another of the H. Ghoſt, 
' Then the Son is not the Father; nor is 
the Father the Son, nor the Holy Ghoſt ci- 
ther of them : I ſhall nor need to prove 
this Conſequence, not only becauſe *ris evi- 
dent, but becauſe *tis acknowledged by the 
Trinitarians. Bur if the Father 1s nor the Son, 
and yer is (by confeſhon of All) the One true 
God; then the Son is notthe'One true God, 
becauſe He is not the Father : the reaſon is 
ſelf-evident, for How can the Son be the one 
true God, 3ſ be ix not He who is the One true 
God ? Afeer the ſame manner it may be pro-' 
ved, that ( on the Athanafian Principles ) 
neither the Father nor Holy Spirit are,or can 
be Gad, or the One true God ; for neither 
of thent is: the Son, who is the One _ 
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God according to Atha#aſuus, and-all Trini- 
tariars ; for they all ſay, the Father is che 
One true God, the Son is the One true God, 
and the Holy Ghoſt is the One true God. 
Which is a three-fold ContradiRion, he- 
cauſe there 1s bur One true God, and Ore 
of theſe Perſons is nor the other, Bur if 
it be a Contradi&ion, *tis certainly falſe; 
for every Contradiion being made up of 
Inconſiſtences, deſtroys it ſelf, and #x its own 
Confutation, 

- 6 The Godhead of the Father, and of 
* the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, is all 
« One; the Glory equal, the Majeſty coe- 
« ternal. 

The meaning of the laſt Clauſe is, That 
the Glory and Majeſty of the Son and Ho- 
ly _ is equal to the Glory and Majeſty 
of the Father 3 or the Son and Holy Spirit 
aree<qually Glorious and Majeſtical with God 
the Father. 

Therefore I ask, Whether the Glory and 
Majeſty, with which the Son and Spirit are 
Glorious and Majeſtical, be the ſame in Num- 
ber ( that is, the very fame ) with which 
the Father is Glorious and Majeſtical ; or 
only the ſame for Kind and Degree ? If it be 
not the fame in Number, then the Godhead 
of the Father, and of the Son, is not ( as 
this Creed teaches? all One; and they are 
not one and the ſame God : for two Infi- 
nite and Diſtindt Glories, and Majiſties, make 
two Gods, and three make three Gods ; 
as every one ſees, and ( to fay true) the 
Trinitarians themſelves confeſs. It remains 


therefore that, they fay, the Glory and - 


Majeſty of the Son and Spirit, is the ſame 
12 Number, and not for Kind and Degree on- 
ly, with that of the Father : bur then ir 
follows, that the Glory and Majeſty of theſe 
Perſons is neither Equal nor Coeternal, Not 
Equal; for *tis the' fame, which Equals 
never are : nor Cocternal, for this aiſo 
plainly intimares that they are Diſtin& 3 
tor how Coeternal, if not Diſtint? Do we 
fay, a thing is Coeternal or Contemporar 
with it fclf ? Therefore this ardele alſo 


doth 'impugn and deſtroy it ſelf, Beſides, 


” 


if the Glory and Majeſty of che Three P<1- 
ſons be numerically the ſame, then ſo are aff 
cheir other Attributes : from whence it fol- 
lows, that there is not any real Difference. 
berween the Three Perſons; and they arc 
only three ſeveral Names of God ; which is the 
Hereſy of the Sabellians. 

In the next place this Creed teaches, 
that © The Father is Incompreherſible, Un- 
« create, Eternal, Almighty ; the Son is 
© Incomprehenfible, Uncreate, Eternal, Al- 
© mighty ; the Holy Spirit is Incomprehenſ!- 
* ble, Uncreate, Eternal, Almighty : Alſo 
« that each of theſe Perſons by himſelf is God 
© and Lord ; fo that rhe Father is God, the 
<« Son is God, and the Holy Ghoſt 1s God : 
&« yet there are not Three Gods or Lords, 
© nor Three Incomprehenfibles, nor Three 
« All-mighties, nor Three Erernals or Ur- 
< creaced. 

Now if in imitation of this, a Man ſhould, 
havea mind to ſay 3 © The Father is a Per- 
« ſon, the Son is a Perſon, and the Holy 
« Ghoſt is a Perſon; yet not Three Perſons, 
<« bur one Perſon, I would know, why this 
were not as good Grammar and Arithut- 
tick; as when Athanaſirs. ſays, rhe Farher 
is God, the Son is God, and the Holy Ghoft 
is God, yet not three Gods, but ' one God : 
or when He ſays, the Father Uncreared, the 
Son Uncreated, and the Holy Ghoſt Uncrea- 
red,- yet not three Uncyeated bur one Uncrea- 
ted; and ſoof thereſt? _ | 

Doth not a Man contradi&t himfelf, when 
the Term or Terms in his Negarion, are 
the ſame with thoſe in his Affirmation? If 
not, then it may be true, that ©che Father 
<« is a Perſon, the Son is a Perſon, the Holy 
« Ghoſt is a Perſon, yer there are not Three 


. © Peyſons, but One Perfon : For all the Fault 


here is only this, that in the laſt Clauſe che 
term Perſon 1s denied to belong to more than 
One, when in the firſt it had been Affirmed 
of no fewer than Three, For the ſame Rez- 
ſon ir muſt be a Contradicion to ſay, © The 
<« Father is God, the Son is God, and the 
« HR. Ghoſt is God, yer there not ave three God, 
* but one God ; For che Term God is at Jaſt 
- "2 denitd 
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denied” ro belong ro more than One, though 
in the firſt Clauſe it was «firmed of Three. 
Will they fay that in theſe words, there are 
not Three Gods, but one God ; the Term God 
is not Denied to belong ro more than One, 
or is not appropriated ro One ? If fo, then 
there. are noi three Perſons, bt one Perſon 5 and 
again, There are not three Men, but one Man 
Then, I ſay, theſe Propoſitions do nor Deny 
rhe Terms Perſon and Man to belong to 
more than One, or appropriate them to 


One, ofily z which yer every Body confeſſes, 


they do. 

Bur here is a Numnical, or. Arithmetical, 
as well as Grammatical Contradition, For 
in ſaying,, God rhe Father, God the Son, 
and God the Holy Ghoſt; yer not Three 
Gods, but One God : A. Man firſt diſtinQly, 
numbers. Three Gods and theti in ſumming 
wem up, 4r#tiſbly ſays, not Three Gods, but 

Jne. God. . 
. To theſe things it will perhaps be an- 
ſwered, that when we fay, God the Father, 
God the Son, and God the Holy Ghoft; or 
_ The Father is God, the Sou & God, and 


Perſonally :, bur when tis ſaid, There are not 
Three Gods, but one God ; the term God bs uſed 
Efſencially, and therefore comprehends the 
whole Three Perſons ; ſo thar there is nei- 
a Grammatical, nor Arithmetical Contra lt, 
Bur this. Remedy is. worſe (if poflibke ) 
than the Diſeaſe ;_ for it owns that —_—_ 
are Three Perſonal Gods, though there 1s bur 
ze Eſſential God ;. and that orherways the 
Propoſitions of which. we are ſpeaking, 
would imply all the aforeſaid ContradiQt1- 
ans. This Reniedy, I ſay, is worſe than 
the Diſcae ; for, 1. Three Pcrſotal Gods, 
and one Eſſential, God, make Four Gods, 
if the Efſenijal God: be not the fame with 
the Perſonal Gods :_ and though Ae is the 
fame with them, yer fince they are not 
the ſame with one another, but. diſtin, 
it follows that there are Three Gods, that 
is, Three Perſonal Gods, . 2. It introduces 
two ſorts of Trae Gods, Three Perſonal, and 
age Elſencial. But the. Chriſtian Religion 


he Flory 
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knows and owns bur one True and maſt 
High God, of any ſort. And [ would know 
of the Trinitarians, whether they dare ſay,in 
expreſs words, There are two ſorts of True Gods 2 
"> For like as We are compelled by the 
« Chriſtian Verity, to acknowledg every 
« Perſon by himſelf to be Lord and God,cc, = 
By the Chriſtian Verity I ſuppoſe is meaar, 
the Sacred Books which contain the Chriſti- 
an Religion; that 1s, the Books of the Old 
and New Teſtaments, . Bur do theſe Books, 
and do's this Verity compel us to the acknow- 
ledgment of three .Perſons, each of .which 


-1s" by Himſelf Supream God and .Lord, and 


yer all of them rogether but one God? Doth, 
I fay,rhe Holy Scripture compel «us ro this con- 
tradiftory Acknowledgment ? Is there an 
Text alledged from. Scripture, which all 
the Unirarians, and ſome or other of the 
moſt Learned 'Trinitarians, do nor eaſily 
interprec jn ſuch. ſenſe, that - the Uuity. of 
God is preſerved ;and no more than one Per- 
ſon (even the God and Father. of our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt) acknowledged to be God ? fee 
th of the VUntarians, Bur if there 
"06-Texc-of..Seriprure, but-whar igin che 
Opinion. of ſome or other. of their. own 
Learned Men, fairly "yer of a ſenſe con. 
trary to the Faith deliver'd in this Creed ; 
then we are. not coapelled ro acknowledg this 
Faith, And the truth is, the Conteſt be- 
riveen the Unicariars and Trinitarians is 
not, as '1s commonly thought, s Claſh of 
Reaſor with Scripture : but 1t layerh here; 
Whether,. when” the Holy Scriptures ma 
be underſtood as teaching only cone G 
cr but One who is God, which agrees with 
the reſt of Scripture, and with Natural Reg» 
ſon z we muſt notwit wg, prefer an 
Interpretation of it that . is. Abſurd, and 
conitrary to it (elf, ro-Realon, . and..ro. the 
reſt of Scripture, ſuch as the. Trinitarian 
Interpretation (expreſt in this Creed) ap- 
pears. to be? In a. word, the Queſtion only 
is, Whecher we ought to jaterprer, Hol 
Scripture when ir ſpeaks of God, arcordy- 
ing to Reaſon, or not; that is, like Fools, 
or like” Wiſe Men? EY 7 
© The. 


(EE) 


« The Son is of che Father alone; nor 
« Made, nor Created, but Begotren. 
Here, and in the nexr period, Athanaſius 


is gor inco his Alritudes, or Profundiries, 


which you will, Here *cis that the Igno- 
rant think, they are taught the Inmoſt 
Secrers of Theological Knowledg: but Hizh 
and Low are not more contrary, than the 
chings which are here affirmed as equal 
Truths. 

If the Creed-maker had ſpoke here of 
the Generation of the Son by the Divine 


"Power on the Virgen May, ir would have 


been true thar, the Son » neithey Mag, 
nor Created, but Bezotten : but then the firſt 
part of the Article would be falſe, thar 
the Son bs of the Father alone; for He that 
has a Father, and a Mother, is of Both. 
Bue fince he ſpeaks 'of the (pretended) 
Eternal Generation, the latter part of the 
Article is Falſe, and inconſiſtent with the 
firſt parr of it. Every Novice in Gram- 
mar, and proper ſpeaking, knows, that 
Begotten, when 'tis diſtinguiſhed from Mage 
and Created, always ſuppoſes two Parents, a 
Mother as well as a Father :- *tis therefore a 
.Contradi&ion to ſay, . the Son Js of the Father 
lone, not Made, nor Created, but Begotten ; 
for if He is Begotren, He cannor be of rhe 
Father alone; and if. He is of the Father 
alone, He is not begotten, but either Made, 
dr Created, 

' «The Holy Ghoſt is of the Farher and 
& of the Son;. neither Made, nor Created, 
© nor Begotten, but Proceeding, 

The firſt Fault here is, that the Holy 
Spirir is ſaid ro proceed from the Father 
and from the Son, To which Hereſy the 
Greek Church have ever oppoſed - thoſe 
clear words, John 1 5. 26. When the Comforter 
is come, whom I will ſind unto you from the 
Father ; even the Spirit of Truth which Pro- 
ceederh from. the Farher, He ſhall teſtify of 


We. 
Secondly, He ſaith here, that the Holy 
Ghoſt is not Begotter, but Proceeding : He adds 
ſhortly after, that He who will be ſaved, 
thus-. think of the Tiinity : Therctore furcly 


Bezottin and Procueding differ very much, and 


_ very Clearly ; elſe *tis an Harſh Sentence, 


that we ſhall be damned if we do not Con- 
ceive, beſides all other unconceivable My- 
ſteries of this Creed, thar the Holy Ghoſt 
is #ot Begotten, but Proceeds. Yet after all, 
"tis now confelſed by the moſt Learned Tri- 
nitarians, chat Begorten and Proceeding 
differ nothing at all : and that ic is righr- 
ly ſaid, The Son proceeds from the Father, and 
that the Holy Ghoſt is generated of Both; 
direQly contrary to this Creed, It follows 
that Athanaſius has damned the whoſe 
World, for nct diſtinguiſhing where no 
DiſtinFtion can be made, ar leaſt with 
any certainty, And perhaps chis Damning 
Humour of his, has juſtly provoked ſome 
to write him, not S, Athanaſius, bur (draws 
ing the S alirtle nearer) Sathanaſsxs, 

© So there is one Father, nor Three Fa- 
*thersz one Son, not three Sons 3 one 
* Holy Ghoſt, not three Holy Ghoſts. 

In confiſtence with what goes before, He 
ſhould have ſaid, Two Fathers; Two Sons; 
and Three Holy Ghoſts, or Spirics, For 
the Second-Perſon is the Son of the Firſt, 
and the Third proceeds (which 1s nothing 
elſe but i- Generated) from the Firſt and 
Second, which makes Two Fathers and 
Two Sons: and all Three of them are 
Holy Spirits; for the Father 1s an Holy 
Spiric, and fo is the Son, no leſs than the 

ird Perſon. But this 1s not the firſt 
time in this Creed, that Athanaſius has dil- 
covered He could not connt. 

'* In this Trinity, none 1s Afore or Aﬀer 
&© other ; none is Greater, or Leſs than anc- 
<ther. 

Yet the Son himſelf ſaith, Jobs 14 28. 

My Father is Greater than I, And for the 6+ 
ther clauſe, None 275 Afore or After other ; "tis 
juſt as true as that there is no difference at 
all berween Afore and After. I ask, Whe- 
ther the Son doth not, as Me is 2 Son, de- 
rive both Life and Gudhead from the Father ? 

All Trinitarians grant, He do's; groutd= - 
ing themfelyes on the Nicene Creed, which 
exprefly calls che Son, God of a 
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Light, very God of viry God; 'Begotten, not 
Made, Eut if the Father gave to the 
Son Life and Godhead; He muſt have 
both before he could communicate or give 
.cicher of rhem to rhe Son, and conſcquent- 
ly was afore the Son was. No Efic@ is 
6 early as its Cauſe; for if it were, it 
ſhould not have needed, or had that for 
its Cauſe. No Propoſition in Exclid is more 
certain or evident than this. 

« The right Fairh- is, That we believe 
« and confeſs, that our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
& the Son of God, is both God and Man, 
Then the Lord Chriſt is two Perſons. 
For as He is God, He is the ſccond Per- 
ſon of the ( pretended) Trinity : and as 
He is Man ( a perfeff? Man, as this Creed 
afterwards ſpeaks) He is alſo a Perſon; 


for a Rational Soul, vitally united to an. 


Human Body, is a Perſon, if there be any 
ſuch thing as Perſon upon Earth; nay, *cs 
the only thing upon Earth that is a Per- 
fon. Let the Athanaſtans therefore either 
ſay, that the Lord Chriſt is Two 'Perſons; 
which is the Hereſy of Aeſtorivs, condem- 
ned in a General Council: Or, that He is 
not 4 Man, contrary to 1 Tim. 2. 5, There 
is one God, and one Mediator between God 
wnd Mon, the Man Jeſus Chriſt: Or, that He 
15 not God, which is the Truth. 

« Who, altho Ke be God and Man; yet 
© He is not two, but one Chriſt. -One, 
© not by - converſion of the Godhead into 
* Fleſh, but by taking of the Manhood 
« into Gcd : One, not by Confuſicn of Sub- 
& ſtarce, bur by Uniry of Perſon, 

Bur becauſe theſe words, One by taking 
of the Manhood into God, not by converſion of 
the Godhead into Fleſh : And again, One, not 
by Confuſion of Subſtance, but Unity of Per- 
fon; cannot readily be underſtood by chem- 
ſelves : the Ereed-Maker explains them in 
this following Article z For as the Reaſonable 
Soul and Fleſh is one Man; ſo God and Man is one 
Ch iſt : That is, as a Soul united vitally to 
a Body, maketh one Perſcn, called Man, 
withour confounding the two Subſtances 
of the Soul and Body ; for the Soul re- 
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maing what it was, and fo alto does the 
Body : So God the Son being unired to a 
Reaſorvable Soul and Body, doth, together 
with them, make one Pcrſon, called Chrift, 
wichout confounding the Subſta: ces of the 
Divinity or Humanicy 3 for the Divinity 
remains, without the leait Change, what 
it was, and ſo doth che Humanity, cr Reaſo- 
nable Soul and Body. This is the only 
Offcr at Senſe that is to be found in this 
whole Creed z but fo far from explicaing, 
that it farther perplexes the Lifficulry of 
the Canatal} Incarnation as will ap- 
pear by tl:«ſe two Conſiderations, 

Tr. In the Perſonal Union of a Soul with a 
Body, the Ukuicr is betvcentwo Finite things; 
but in the ( pretended) Perſonal Union. of 
God to Man and Man to Gcd, the Unicn 
is berween Finice and Infinite z which (on 
the Principles of the Trinitarians) is 1m- 
poſſible. For we muſt either ſuppoſe, thac 
Finire and Infinite are Commenſurate, that 
is Equal; which every one knows is falſe : 
or that the Finite 15 united bur to ſome 
part of the Infinite, and # disjoyued from 
the reſt; which all Trinitarians deny and 
abhor. 

You will ſay, If they admit neither of 
theſe, how do they ſhew the Poſlibiliry 
of the Incarnation, or Union of. God to 
Man? They tell you, God indeed is Infinite, 
and every Reaſonable Soul and Body ( even 
thar of Chriſt ) is Finite ; yet the whole 
God and whole Man are united becauſe, 
As the whole Eternity of God doth coexiſt to 4 
moment of Time ; ſo the whole Immenſity of God 
= in every Mathematical Point of Space, The 
very Truth is, they cannot otherways de- 


fend the Incarnation, or Perſonal Union of - 


an Infinite God to a Finite Man : but with- 
al ir muſt be owned, that then the Dofrines 
of the Trinity and Incarnation do infer, im- 
ply, and ſuppoſe all the ContradiQiors 
that Mr. Johrjon has obje&ed to the Do- 
&rine of Tranſubſiantjation, in that little 
Golden TraQ, ſo deſervedly eſteemed by 
All. His whole Book, and all his Demon- 
ſtrariors are founded on theſe rwo Sup- 

SN TO poſitions, 
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poſetions, that 2 longer time doth not all of it 
cor-rift to a ſhorter; nor is 4 greater Extenſion 
conſlipated or contained in a leſs, much leſs 
in a Mathematical Point. Therefore all 
his Book, and all that he hath fo well 
faid and argued in the Preface concerning 
the Authority and Judicature of Reaſon in 
Matters of Religion, equally and effeRual- 
ly deſtroys the Dodrines of the Trinity and 
Tranſubſtantiation. If the Reader would 
have an excellent Book, ler him procure 
that. Bur Oh! were the Preſs as free for 
the Unitarians as *ris for other Proteſtants; 
how eafily would they make ir —_ 
that the Follies and Contradi&ions fo jult- 
ly charged| on the Tranſubſtantiation, are 
neither for Number , Conſequence, nor 
Clearneſs any way . comparable, to thoſe 
implied in the Athanaſan Creed; and that 
the Trinity hah the ſame ( and no other) 
Foundation with the Tranſubſtantiation, ſo 
thar we muſt of neceflity admit both or 
neither ? If tbe Church is to interpret Scrip- 
ture for us, we muſt admit both; bur if 
Reaſon, we can admir neither, and this (I 
think ): the Trinkarians will not deny. 

Bur ſecondly, In the ( pretended )) In- 
carnation of Linion of God with Man, the 
Union cannot be Perſonal, as. *ris between 
the Soul and Body; ic cannor, I mean, .be 
ſuch an Union as to make bur one Perſon, The 
Union of. the Soul and Body may be. pro- 
perly Perſonal, chat is, may conſtitute or 
make one Perſon; becauſe "tis not the Uni- 
on of two Perſons, but only of one Per- 
ſon (the Soul ) to a thing otherways 
without Life, Reaſon, Memory, or Free- 
will. The Body is bur as it were the 
Garment of the Soul, and is whclly aQed 
by ir, and depending on it, But in the 


( pretended.) Union of God with-a Nah, 


SD 


Perſon but: two, and conſequently no Per. 
ſonal Union in the ſenſe of which we are 

« This is the Catholic Faith 3*which ex- 
« cept a Man believe fairhfully, He cannot 
« be ſaved. 

By Believing, Athanaſius dorh not mean 
bare believing, but He includerh alſo there- 
in Profeſſion : for, He faith, a little before, 
The right Faith is, that we Believe and Con- 
feſs, &c. So that a Man cannot be faved, 
unleſs He Believes and Profefles as. this Creed 
dire&s him. | 

Firſt, For Believing. What if a Man can- 
not believe it 2 Are we obliged, under the 
Penalty of the loſs of Salvation, to believe 
ir, whether we can or no? Doth God re- 
quire of any Man as Inpoſſile Condition, in 
order to Salvation ? 

Secondly, As to profeſling under pain of. 
Damnation. What if it be againſt a Man's 
Conſcience to profeſs it 2 The Scripture ſaith,. 
Whatſorver 2s not of Faith, is Sit; if there- 
fore a Man profeſs againſt- his. Conſcience,. 
He ſins; and if notwithſtanding this, a Man 
muſt eicher Profeſs, or be. Damned, then 
God. requires ſome Men to (in in order to 
their Salvation : but this we are. ſure is Falſe, 
and therefore that the Menace in the Article. 
is vain, 


And now- I appeal to all Men, that.have 
any freedom of Jga__n remaining 3 
Whether rhis Creed is fit to be retained 
in any Chriſtian, much leſs Proteſtant and 
Reformed Church? Since ir ſubverrs the 
Foundations, not only of Chriſtianity, bur 
of all Religion, that 15 to ſay, Reaſon and 
Revelation : there being no Principle in 
Reaſon. and Scripture more evident, than. 
that God One; or that there is one Al-- 


there are two diſtin and yery differerit mighty, only-Wiſe and Good Perſon, or 
Lives, Memories, Reaſons, and Free-Wills.: 
which utterly deſtroys a Perſonal Union, 
for that ſuppoſes bur one Life, one Reaſon, 
one Memory, one Free-Will: for if theſe 
things which conſtirute a Perſon, are found 
more than once, there is no longer. one 


Farher of all. If we cannot be ſure of this,.. 
then Religion and Chriſtianicy are builc up-- 
on Fancy only, and have no ſolid Foun- 
dation, * at» 

This Creed may be profeſs'd by the. 
Romgn Political Church ; becauſe it gives. 
COU: - 


a - colmenanee to their Abfurd- Tranſubſtan- ' 


riacidn; and” Cunning Traditions added .co . 


e3 as thoſe Dodrines do .to the ! 


Scri 
p of *Veneration, arid conſequently 
Dominion and Riches ro-their Clergy :' Bur? 


iti a Reformed Church, where rhe. Scripture”? _— 
- witha 


is held to be 3 Compleat Rule of Faith and 
Manners, and alſo to be Clear and Plain in * 
_ all things neceſſary to Salvation, even .to 
the meaneſt Underſtanding, that reads i or 
hears ir wich Sobriery. and Atrention; ſuch 
a-Confeffion-of Fairh is (-IL think.) incole«: 
rable, as being urterly inconfiſten with thoſe, 
Principles, and reducing us back ro the Ro- 


Ugon bs, that there is ove only God. | The 
Evidence” of which Principle .is .fuch in 


es > day.own Cheiſtia 
: nity 5 for che fake of rhar one Truth, ſo. 
frallowed all __ 


wig 
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.ans Three Perſons, who-are ſeoerally and teach of 
' ſhem God, 
"Bur thie Multhiefs of this. Creed do-not 


8) 


than: ings cannot 


ſtay hete, ' it.is levelled not only againſt the . 
True Faith; bur is alfo Jeſirudtive of that : 
Love and Charity, which. is the Spiric and . 
Life of* Chriſtianity 3. add withour which, 
Faith is but-a. Life-leſs Body.” For as if ic | 
Rf Fudgg: Damring and tn 
tO vg, Damning, - 1 
chari $3 j pronounces the. Sentence 
of Ecernal Damnation, - in the Beginning, ; 
Niddle and Concluſion, - upon all thar dp 
not both Believcand Profeſs this Faith, and: 
-it whale and -undefiled 3 tha is, up+! 
an . the whole .Greek Church, and other ; 
Churches in the” Eaſt5: and upon. at; leaſt 
Five* Parts of Six of all chat profes Chri-: 
ſtianiry in the World, whoſe Luderſtand-! 
reach-t0-the Senſe and: 
Coherence,. which ſome preccnd. ro find ity 


| this Creed; 


-Thus che Chriſtian Religion is defiroged, 
in. borh the Eſſential Parts of it, Farh and. 


p 


MM : 
7 


. 
, 
v +. 
- 
* 


B& 


L 


